UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 



Case No. 1 1-20050-MC-MARTINEZ7BROWN 



IN RE: Request from United Kingdom Pursuant 

to the Treaty Between the United States of 

America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland on Mutual Assistance in Criminal 

Matters in the Matter of Peter Storrie, et al. 

/ 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER PURSUANT TO THE TREATY ON MUTUAL ASSISTANCE 
IN CRIMINAL MATTERS AND TITLE 18. UNITED STATES CODE. SECTION 3512 

The United States of America petitions this Court for an order, pursuant to Article 5 of the 

Treaty between the Unite d States of America and the United Kingdoni on Mutual Assistance in 

Criminal Matters. 1994 WL 855 115 (the Treaty*), entered into force December 2, 1996, 18 U.S.C. 

§ 3512, and its own inherent authority, appointing Peter Forand (or a substitute or successor 

subsequently designated by the Office of the United States Attorney) as Commissioner to collect 

evidence from witnesses and to take such other action as is necessary to execute the above captioned 

and attached request from United Kingdom made pursuant to the Treaty. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 



CASE NO. 



IN RE: Request from United Kingdom Pursuant to 
the Treaty Between the United States of America 
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and North 
Ireland on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters in the 
Matter of Peter Storrie, et al. 

/ 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

11-20050-MC-MARTINEZyBROWN 



IN RE: Request from United Kingdom Pursuant to 
the Treaty Between the United States of America 
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and North 
Ireland on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters in the 
Matter of Peter Storrie, et al. 

/ 

ORDER APPOINTIN G COMMISSIONER 

Upon application of the United States, and upon review of the Request from the United 
Kingdom dated November 2, 2010, seeking evidence pursuant to the Treaty between the United 
States of America and the United Kingdom on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters. 1994 WL 
855 1 1 5 (the "Treaty"), entered into force December 2, 1996, 1 8 U.S. C. § 35 12, for use in a criminal 
investigation, prosecution, or procedure related to the prosecution in the United Kingdom, and the 
Court having fully considered this matter, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to the authority conferred by the Treaty and 1 8 U.S.C. 
§ 3512, as well as this Court's inherent authority, that Assistant United States Attorney Peter A. 
Forand (or a substitute or successor designated by the Office of the United States Attorney) is 
appointed as Commissioner (the "commissioner") of this Court and hereby directed to execute the 
Treaty Request and to take such steps as are necessary to collect the evidence requested. In doing 
so, the commissioner: 

1 . may issue commissioner's subpoenas to be served at any place within the United 
States on persons (natural and legal) ordering them or their representatives to appear and to testify 
and produce evidence located within the United States; 



2. shall provide notice with respect to the collection of evidence to those persons 
identified in the Request as parties to whom notice should be given (and no notice to any other party 
shall be required); 

3. shall adopt procedures to collect the evidence requested consistent with its use in the 
investigation, prosecution or other proceeding for which the United Kingdom has requested 
assistance, which procedures may be specified in the Request or provided by or with the approval 
of the Central Authority under the Treaty; 

4. may, in collecting the evidence requested, be accompanied by persons whose presence 
or participation is authorized by the commissioner, including, without limitation, special agents 
and/or representatives of the United Kingdom who, as authorized or directed by the commissioner, 
may direct questions to any witness; 

5. may seek such further orders of this Court as may be necessary to execute this 
Request, including orders to show cause why persons served with commissioner's subpoenas who 
fail to produce evidence should not be held in contempt, and including protective orders to regulate 
the use of the evidence collected; 

6. shall certify and submit the evidence collected to the Office of International Affairs, 
Criminal Division, U.S. Department of Justice, or as otherwise directed by that Office for 
transmission to the United Kingdom; and 

7. may provide copies of the evidence collected to persons identified in the Request as 
parties to whom such copies should be given (and to no other persons). 



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any person from w hom the commissioner seeks to collect 
evidence may, for good cause shown, oppose the giving of evidence, or the circumstances thereof, 
by motion timely filed with this Court, a copy of which shall be provided contemporaneously to the 
commissioner. 

DONE and ORDERED, in Chambers, at Miami, Florida, this day of , 201 1 . 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 



Dated: , 20 11 



cc: Peter A. Forand, AUSA 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 



CASE NO. 

IN RE: Request from United Kingdom Pursuant to 
the Treaty Between the United States of America 
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and North 
Ireland on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters in the 
Matter of Peter Storrie, et aL 

/ 

COMMISSIONER'S SUBPOENA 

TO: 

I, commissioner Peter A. Forand, an Assistant United States Attorney for the Southern 
District of Florida, acting pursuant to the Treaty between the United States of America and the 
United Kingdom on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters. 1994 WL 855115 (the 'Treaty"), 
entered into force December 2, 1996, 18 U.S.C. § 3512, and this Court's order thereunder for the 
purpose of rendering assistance to the United Kingdom, command that you appear before me in 
Room 400, in the James Lawrence King Federal Building located at 99 N.E. 4* Street, Miami, 

Florida, on , 2011, at a.m., to provide testimony/documents regarding 

alleged violations of the laws of the United Kingdom, namely, tax evasion, and that at the time and 
place aforesaid you provide the following: 

For failure to attend and provide testimony/said documents, you may be deemed guilty of 
contempt and liable to penalties under the law. 
Dated: 

COMMISSIONER PETER A. FORAND 
Assistant United States Attorney for the 
Southern District of Florida 
Telephone No. (305)961-9060 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

„ XT 11-20050-MC-MARTINEZ/BROWN 

Case No. 

IN RE: Request from United Kingdom Pursuant 
to the Treaty Between the United States of 
America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland on Mutual Assistance in Criminal 
Matters in the Matter of Peter Storrie, et al. 
/ 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR ORDER 

The United States is seeking an order appointing a commissioner to collect evidence 

requested by the United Kingdom in its attached treaty request made pursuant to the Treaty between 

the United States of America and the United Kingdom oi Great Britain and Northern Ireland on 

Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters. 1 994 WL 855 1 1 5 (the "Treaty"), entered into force January 

6, 1994, and to seek other orders, as needed, to execute the Request as authorized by the Treaty and 

18U.S.C. §3512. 

The Central Authority for United Kingdom of GTeat Britain and Northern Ireland pursuant 
to Article 2 of the Treaty makes this Request in connection with a criminal prosecution. Specifically, 
the Crown Prosecution Service's Central Fraud Group is prosecuting three defendants - Peter 
Storrie, Milan Mandaric, and Henry James Redknapp - for cheating the revenue, or tax evasion. The 
three defendants are all affiliated with the Portsmouth Football Club and are charged with avoiding 
taxes by making payments to third party accounts knowing that the payments would be transferred 
to officers and players of the Portsmouth Football Club. By making the payments to third party 
accounts instead of the Portsmouth Football Club members, the defendants were able to avoid paying 
taxes. 



The United Kingdom is asking for assistance in obtaining bank records associated with 
payments from a company called First Star International Limited Inc. which, according to public 
records, is registered at 100 SE 2* Street, Suite 3320, Miami, Florida, 33 13 1, with Milan Mandaric 
listed as the registered agent. The letter of request states that this company has a bank account at City 
National Bank of Florida, Private Client Group, Miami, Florida, 33130, with the routing and account 
numbers provided. 

Federal courts, pursuant to the Treaty, statute and their inherent authority, may issue orders 
as may be necessary for the production of the evidence requested by United Kingdom including 
orders appointing a person as a commissioner to gather such evidence and establishing the 
procedures for the production of such evidence. 

A. Authority to Execute the Request 
1. The Treaty 

A treaty constitutes the law of the land. U.S. Const, art. VI. The provisions of a 
treaty have equal footing with acts of Congress and are binding on the courts. Asakura v. City of 
Seattle. Washington. 265 U.S. 332, 341 (1924); United States v. The Peggv. 5 U.S. 103 (1801); hi 
re Commissioner's Subpoenas. 325 F.3d 1287, 1291 (11th Cir. 2003). To the extent that the 
provisions of a treaty are inconsistent with a preexisting statutory provision, the treaty supersedes 
the statute. Zschemie. et al. v. Miller. Administrator, et al.. 389 U.S. 429, 440-441 (1968); Ime 
Commissioner's Subpoenas . 325 F.3d 1287, 1305-1306 (1 1th Cir. 2003); United States v. Erato. 2 
F.3d 11, 15-16 (2d Cir. 1993). 



The United States and the United Kingdom entered into the Treaty to improve the 
effectiveness of the law enforcement authorities of both states in the investigation and prosecution 
of crime. In accordance with the provisions of the Treaty, each state is obliged to provide assistance 
to the other. The Treaty obliges each state to provide assistance to the other in investigations and 
prosecutions of offenses, and in proceedings related to criminal matters. Articles 1 and 19(1); In re 
Commissioner's Subpoenas . 325 F.3d 1 287, 1290 (11th Cir. 2003). Each state contemplated that it 
would provide the other with assistance generally comparable to that which is available to its own 
law enforcement authorities, which assistance includes taking testimony or statements of persons, 
providing documents and other evidence, and immobilizing criminally-obtained assets. Article 1 (2); 
Barr v. U. S. Department of Justice . 645 F. Supp. 235, 237 (E.D.N.Y. 1986), afTd, 819 F.2d 25 (2d 
Cir. 1987). 

The Treaty and 1 8 U.S.C. § 35 1 2 empower federal courts to execute treaty requests in order 

to comply with the United States' treaty obligations. Article 5(1) provides that: 

The courts of the Requested Party shall have authority 
to issue subpoenas, search warrants, or other orders 
necessary to execute the request. 

The Treaty contemplates that federal district courts will use compulsory measures to execute 

such requests. Article 8(1) provides that: 

A person in the territory of the Requested Party from 
whom evidence is requested pursuant to this Treaty 
may be compelled, if necessary, to appear in order to 
testify or produce documents, records, or articles of 
evidence by subpoena or such other method as may be 
permitted under the law of the Requested Party. 



The Treaty imposes no dual criminality requirement as a precondition for providing 
assistance. Consequently, each state is obligated to provide assistance without regard to whether the 
conduct under investigation or prosecution would constitute an offence under the laws of the 
Requested State. £££ Letter of Submittal of Treaty to the President from the Department of State, 
January 6, 1995. 

2,Statutorv Authori ty Grounding Execution o f Requests for Assistance 

The Treaty is designed to be self-executing and requires no implementing legislation. See 

Letter of Submittal of Treaty to the President from the Department of State, January 6, 1995; In re 

Commissioner's Subpoenas. 325 F.3d 1287, 1291 (11th Cir. 2003). However, because the 

procedural provisions in many treaties are minimal, in the past federal courts routinely utilized 

procedures authorized by 28 U.S.C. § 1782 (the "commissioner" process) to execute treaty requests 

from foreign authorities. In re Commissioner's Subpoenas. 325 F.3d 1287, 1305-1306 (11th Cir. 

2003). Substantive U.S. law regarding searches, seizures and other compulsory processes further 

grounded the execution of such assistance requests. 

On October 19, 2009, the President signed the Foreign Evidence Request Efficiency Act of 

2009 (Public Law 111-79), enacting 18 U.S.C. § 3512, the full text of which is attached for the 

convenience of this Court. Section 35 12 explicitly authorizes a federal court to: 

issue such orders as may be necessary to execute a request from 
a foreign authority for assistance in the investigation or prosecution 
of criminal offenses, or in proceedings related to the prosecution 
of criminal offenses, including proceedings regarding forfeiture, 
sentencing, and restitution 



Section 35 12 directly empowers the federal courts to execute such requests and separately 
codifies under Title 1 8 the longstanding practice and procedures employed by the United States and 
the federal courts to execute requests by foreign authorities for assistance to the fullest extent 
possible under U.S. law. Congress enacted Section 35 1 2 to make it "easier for the United States to 
respond to these requests by allowing them to be centralized and by putting the process for handling 
them within a clear statutory scheme." 155 CONG. Rec. S6.810 (2009)(Stalement of Sen. 
Whitehouse). 

B. Execution of Foreign Requests for Assistance Under the Treaty and Section 3512. 
I. Authorization of the Application to This Court 
Section 3512 provides: 

Upon application, duly authorized by an appropriate official of the Department of 
Justice, of an Attorney for the Government, a Federal judge may issue such orders 
as may be necessary to execute a request from a foreign authority for assistance in 
the investigation and prosecution of criminal offenses, or in proceedings related to 
the prosecution of criminal offenses, including proceedings regarding forfeiture, 
sentencing and restitution. 

For purposes of Section 3512, an application is "duly authorized by an appropriate official 

of the Department of Justice" when the Department of Justice, Criminal Division, Office of 

International Affairs, has reviewed and authorized the request and is executing the request itself or 

has delegated the execution to another attorney for the government. In this matter, such 

authorization and delegation is evidenced by a letter dated November 2, 2010 from the Department 

of Justice, Criminal Division, Office of International Affairs, received by the United States Attorney, 

transmitting the Request to this district for execution. 



Section 35 12(c) authorizes filing the instant application in the Southern District of Florida, 
where the majority (or all) of the evidence is located. 

2. Foreign Authority Seeking Assistance Wit hin Section 3512 and the Treaty. 

As to the "foreign authority" making the Request, Section 35 12(h) provides: 

The term "foreign authority" means a foreign judicial authority, a foreign authority 
responsible for the investigation or prosecution of criminal offenses or for 
proceedings related to the prosecuu'on of criminal offenses, or an authority 
designated as a competent authority or central authority for the purpose of making 
requests for assistance pursuant to an agreement or treaty with the United States 
regarding assistance in criminal matters. 

In this matter the Crown Prosecution Service is the designated Central Authority in the 
United Kingdom for requests made pursuant to the Treaty. 

As evidenced by the Request itself and confirmed in the authorization process and again by 
the undersigned, consistent with Section 3512(aXl), the foreign authority seeks assistance in the 
investigation or prosecution of criminal offenses or in proceedings related to the prosecution of 
criminal offenses. 

3. Authority of the Federal C ourts Under Se ction, 3512. 

When enacting Section 3512, Congress intended that federal courts facilitate to the fullest 
extent possible the execution of requests by foreign authorities for assistance in criminal matters and 
endeavored to streamline and expedite the execution of such requests. Section 3512 authorizes 
federal courts to issue "such orders as may be necessary to execute a request" and specifically 
includes: orders for search warrants pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 41 ; orders for 
stored wire or electronic communications and related evidence under 1 8 U.S.C. § 2703; orders for 
pen registers and trap and trace devices under 18 U.S.C. § 3123; orders for the provision of 



testimony or a statement or the production of documents or other things, or both; and orders 
appointing "a person" to direct the taking of testimony or statements or the production of documents 
or other things, or both. 18 U.S.C. § 3512(aXl), (2). 

The assistance requested by the Crown Prosecution Service for the United Kingdom pursuant 
to the Treaty by its Central Authority in the instant Request falls squarely within that contemplated 
by both the Treaty and Section 35 12. 

C. A ppointment of a Person as Commissioner to Collect Evidence 

1. Statutory Authorization. 

Section 3512(b) provides that a federal judge may "issue an order appointing a person to 
direct the taking of testimony or statements or of the production of documents or other things, or 
both.*' The statute further authorizes the person appointed to issue orders requiring the appearance 
of a person, or the production of documents or other things, or both; administer any necessary oath; 
and take testimony or statements and receive documents or other things. Commensurate with past 
practice under 28 U.S.C. § 1782, it is anticipated that a federal court would appoint an attorney for 
the government, typically a federal prosecutor, as "commissioner." 

2. Procedures for Evidence Collection 

Section 3512 (a) specifically empowers a federal judge to issue "such orders as may be 
necessary" to execute the request. This authorization encompasses orders specifying the procedures 
to be used to collect particular evidence, including procedures requested by the foreign authority to 
facilitate its later use of the evidence. In executing a request made pursuant to a treaty, a court has 
the obligation to prescribe effective and expeditious procedures designed to promote the purpose of 
the treaty. See In re Commissioner's Subpoenas . 325 F.3d 1287, 1305 (llthCir. 2003). Nothing in 



Section 3512 suggests any limitation on a court's power to exercise "complete discretion in 
prescribing the procedure to be followed" as was available under 28 U.S.C. § 1 782. In re Letter of 
Request from the Crown P rosecution Service of the United Kingdom. 870 F.2d 686, 693 (D.C. Cir. 
1989), citing 1964 U.S.C.CA.N. at 3789. See White v, National Football tague. et al .. 41 F.3d 
402, 409 (8th Cir. 1994), c^rt. dsfiM 515 U.S. 1 137 (1995) (acourt may issue whatever process it 
deems necessary to facilitate disposition of a matter before it); Fed.R-Crim.P. 57(b). 

a. Procedures Authorized bv Other Statutes . 

In addition, Section 3512 references specific U.S. laws for obtaining certain evidence and, 
by doing so, adopts any statutorily mandated procedures in relation to obtaining orders for search 
warrants; orders for contents of stored wire or electronic communications or for records related 
thereto; and orders for a pen register or a trap and trace device. 

b. Orders bv th e Person Appointed: Comm issioner Subpoenas 

Section 3512 authorizes the "person" appointed (here, and in past practice under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1 782, the "commissioner") to issue orders "requiring the appearance of a person, or the production 

of documents or other things or both." Further, Article 8(1 ) of the Treaty provides for the issuance 

of procedural documents, such as subpoenas, to gather evidence: 

A person in the territory of the Requested Party 
from whom evidence is requested pursuant to this 
Treaty may be compelled, if necessary, to appear in 
order to testify or produce documents, records or 
articles of evidence by subpoena or such other 
method as may be permitted under the law of the 
Requested Party. 

If a federal district court so orders, the commissioner may use the attached form, still entitled 
"commissioner's subpoena," to obtain the requested evidence. See In re: Com missioner's 



Subpoenas. 325 F.3d 1287, 1291 (2d Cir. 1993) (incorporating in pertinent part a district court's 
order directing use of commissioner's subpoenas); United States v. Erato . 2 F.3d 11, 13-14 (2d Cir. 
1993) (same). This commissi oner's subpoena is simply a version of the "order** to be issued by the 
person appointed by the court under Section 35 12 to direct the production of evidence. Section 3512 
expressly authorizes the service and enforcement of such orders, or commissioner's subpoenas, 
anywhere in the United States (i.e., coextensive with the service of subpoenas in U.S. criminal 
investigations and prosecutions). 

c. Notice of Ev idence Taking 
As an initial matter, this application is being made ex parte , consistent with U.S. practice in 
its domestic criminal matters and its prior practice on behalf of foreign authorities under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1782. In re Letter of Request from the Crown Prosecution Service of the United Kingdom . 870 
F.2d 686, 688 (D.C. Cir. 1989); In re Letters Rogatory from the Tokvo Dis trict. Tokvo. Japan. 539 
F.2d 1216, 1219 (9th Cir. 1976). 

Both Section 35 1 2 and the Treaty at Article 8( 1 ) authorize use of compulsory process in the 
execution of treaty requests comparable or similar to that used in domestic criminal investigations 
or prosecutions. Because subpoenas utilized in U.S. criminal proceedings (i.e., grand jury and 
criminal trial subpoenas) are issued without notice to any party other than the recipients (i.e., no 
notice to targets or defendants), orders and commissioner's subpoenas issued in execution of treaty 
requests pursuant to Section 35 12 and the applicable treaty likewise should require no notice other 
than to the recipients. In the absence of a specific request to provide notice, a district court and U.S. 
authorities can assume that a requesting foreign authority has provided such notice as the foreign law 
requires, or that foreign law does not require notice and the requesting foreign authority does not 



consider notice to be necessary or useful. Accordingly, a federal district court should authorize a 
commissioner to collect the evidence requested without notice to any party other than the recipient 
of the commissioner's subpoena except to the extent that a request asks for specific notice 
procedures. 

d. Right to Financial Privacy Act 
The Right to Financial Privacy Act, 12 U.S.C. §§ 3401 et seq., does not apply to execution 
of foreign legal assistance requests. Young v. U.S. Dept. of Justice. 882 F.2d 633, 639 (2d Cir. 
1989), cert- denied, 493 U.S. 1072 (199m; In re Letter of Request for Judicial Assistance from the 
Tribunal Civil de Port-Au- Prince. Republic of Haiti. 669 F. Supp. 403, 407 (S.D. Fla. 1987); In re 
Letters of Request from the Supreme Court of Hong Kong . 821 F.Supp. 204, 21 1 (S.D.N.Y. 1993). 
Consequently, to the extent that execution of a request entails production of bank or financial 
records, notice provisions of the Act do not apply, and the commissioner need not give, nor arrange 
for the custodian of records to give, notice to an account holder. (Note that the Act itself applies 
only to accounts maintained in a person's name and not to corporate, perhaps even partnership, 
accounts. United States v. Daccarett . 6 F.3d 37, 50-52 (2d Cir. 1993).) 
Conclusion 

The instant Request is exactly the type of request contemplated for execution under Section 
35 1 2. In its sequential legislative efforts relevant to the provision of assistance to foreign authorities, 
Congress has intended that the United States set an example to other nations by making judicial 
assistance generously available. See, e.g . In re Request for Assistance from Ministry of Legal Affairs 
of Trinidad and Tobago. 848 F.2d 1 151, 1 153-1 154 (1 1th Cir. 1988), ceH. denied, 488 U.S. 1005 
(1989). Section 3512 enables the United States to respond "more quickly ... to foreign evidence 



requests. These efforts will assist [the United States] with [its] investigations as foreign authorities 
will be urged to respond in kind to our evidence requests in a speedy manner." 1 55 CONQ. R£C. 
H10,093 (2009)(Statementof Rep. Schiff). 

As to this Request, both the investigatory nature of the Request as described and the 
intentions of the foreign authority under the Treaty militate that the application and order be 
maintained under seal. 

Accordingly, to execute this Request, the Government moves this Court to issue the attached 
order pursuant to the Treaty and 18 U.S.C. § 3512 appointing the undersigned Assistant U.S. 
Attorney Peter Forand as Commissioner, authorizing him to take the actions necessary, including 
the issuance of commissioner's subpoenas, to obtain the evidence requested, to adopt such 
procedures in receipt of the evidence as are consistent with the intended use thereof, and sealing the 
application and order until further order of this Court. 



Respectfully submitted, 

W1FREDO A. FERRER 
UNIT ED S XA T^. A ' r 32 PX, ' T:V 

PETER A. FORAND 

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

Florida Bar Number 682268 

99 Northeast 4th Street, Suite 600 

Miami, Florida 33 132 

Phone: 305-961-9060 

Fax: 305-530-6168 

Pcter.Forandffiusdoi.gov 



Home Office 



Judicial Co-ope rauoo Unit 
United Kingdom Central A jthonty 
5* Root. Fry Bufldmg, 2 Manhun Street, London SW1 P 4DF 
Switchboard 020 7035 4*48 Fix 0207 035 6585 Direct No 0207 035 1295 
httpy/Mlico.homeoBce^ov.uL'o^ 



US Department of Justice 
Office of Internationa] Affairs 
Criminal Division 

1301 New York Avenue, Our Ref: MLO2010USA9141541 

Suite 800, 

WASHINGTON DC 20005 You: R *f ; 

Date. Tuesday 21 September 2010 

URGENT 
Dear Sir/ Madam 

LETTER OF REQUEST FOR LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN THE MATTER OF 
OPERATION APPRENTICE 

Please find enclosed a letter of request for legal assistance issued by the Crown Prosecution 
Service, dated 7 September 2010. I should be grateful if you would arrange for the request 
to be executed. 

It would assist if you could indicate when sending the evidence to us, whether it should be 
returned to you when no longer required for the purposes specified in the request 

I am the designated caseworker in this case so please send any evidence to me at the 
address set out above. Please quote the UKCA reference in all future correspondence 
in this matter. 

In the event that the evidence is handed to visiting officers, please let me know so I can 
update our file. 

I would be grateful if you would acknowledge receipt of this request. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter and I look forward to hearing from you in due 
course. 




W Hayles-Ricketts 

For and on behalf of the Secretary of State 




David Groon QC, Director Central Fraud Group 

Crown Prosecution Service 
6* Floor South Rose Court, 2 Southward Bridge 
London SE1 9HS 

CPS 

Tel: *44 (0) 20 3367 0284 Fix: *44 (0) 20 33S7 0237 

(Javld.oreen@cps.gsl.oov.uk The CPS Incorporates RCPO 



US Department of Justice 

Criminal Division 

Office of International Affairs 

1301 New York Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 2C005 

USA 



Yourref: 



Ourref: RC1/0910/45 



Case Lawyer James Coussey 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 3357 0272 
Fax +44 (0) 20 3357 0236 
E-mall: james.coussey@cps.gs!. gov.uk 



Date: 7 September 2010 



Dear Sir 

URGENT LETTER OF REQUEST : 

OPERATION APPRENTICE . PETER STORRIE, HARRY REDKNAPP & MILAN 
MADARIC 

I am a designated Prosecuting Authority and I am empowered to make this request 
pursuant to section 7 of the Crime (International Co-operation) Act 2003. 

I have the honour to request your assistance in relation to a criminal prosecution 
being conducted by the Crown Prosecution Service :n relation to offences of 
Cheating the Pubic Revenue; contrary to common lew. 




This request Is urgent because mere Is a hearing on the 25 November 2010 In 
which the defence will make an application to the judge to dismiss this cass. I 
would be grateful If you were able to provide the evidence sought by 31 
October 2010 so that we can analyse the evidence and pursue any further lines 
of enquiry that arise there from. 

Basis of the Request 

I make this request pursuant to the Instrument as Contemplated by Article 3(2) of the 
Agreement on Mutual Legal Assistance Between the United States of America and 
the European Union Signed 25 June 2003, as to the Application of the Treaty 
Between the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland and the Government of the United States of America on Mutual Legal 
Assistance In Criminal Matters Signed 6 January 1994. 

Purpose of the Recuest 



This is request for banking evidence for use in the ongoing investigation and 
prosecution of the following: 



SUBJECT 


DATE of 
BIRTH 


PLACE of 
BIRTH 


NATIONALITY 


ADDRESS 


Peter 

STORRIE 


1952 


London 


British 


UK 


Milan 

MANDARIC 




Yugo- 
slavia 


Serbian 

British 

US 

... - 




1938 


And/or - 

mmm uk 











In US- 










And/or 










^ggt Florida, 
US 


Henry 




London 


British 




James 










REDKNAPP 


1947 






UK 



Concerning for offences of cheating the revenue in respect of conduct outlined 
below. 



The Offence of Cheating the Revenue 

This Is an offence under the English 'common law* - that is that part of the law of 
England and Wales formulated, developed and administered over centuries by the 
old common law courts, based originally on the common customs of the country 
rather than set out in Act of Parliament 

The offence dates back to the Middle Ages and is essentially the diversion of 
Government funds (the Revenue). The nature of the offence is sufficiently broad to 
cover any form of fraudulent conduct which results in the diversion of money from the 
Revenue authorities or which otherwise deprives them of funds to which they were 
entitled. It is not necessary that any person be deceived or any resultant loss be 
proved. 

The maximum sentence is life imprisonment; however, in practice, offences of 
Cheating the Revenue involving large sums of money can resutt in sentences 
approaching 15 years imprisonment. 

The Prosecution 

This case arose out of a large and wide-ranging investigation into dishonest 
behaviour by people involved with English football clubs. The allegations against 
these three men all arise out their connection with Portsmouth Football Club. Mian 



Mandaric was the Club's Chairman and owner, Peter Storhe was the Chief Executive 
and Henry James Redknapp was the Football Manager. 

The charges relate to allegations of failing to pay tax on payments made to club 
employees. When any payment Is made to an employee in relation to his 
employment the employer, here Portsmouth Football Club, must pay income tax and 
national insurance tax contributions to HM Revenue and Customs (HMRC) in relation 
to that payment to the employee. It is alleged that Portsmouth Football Club was In 
financial drfflcurties so pursued a course of conduct by which members of the dub 
dishonestly made or received payments which were hidden from the tax authority - 
HMRC - In order to save the club the money which it should have paid in tax. 

Peter Storrie is charged with an offence of Cheating the Revenue between 1 July 
2003 and 28 November 2007. The allegation is that in his capacity as Chief 
Executive of Portsmouth Football Club and with Intent to defraud and to the prejudice 
of Her Majesty's Revenue and Customs he arranged for a payment to Amdy Faye, a 
football player, to be paid via the bank account of an agent, William McKay. The 
prosecution allege the agenfs bank account was used in order to conceal the true 
beneficiary of the payment - an employee of the club. By concealing the fact that the 
payments were for the footballer the club avoided their liability for income tax and 
national Insurance contributions. 

Milan Mandaric and Henrv James Redknapp have now been jointly charged with 
Cheating the Revenue in relation to two payments made between 1 April 2002 and 
28 November 2007 from Milan Mandaric - Chairman of Portsmouth Football Club - to 
Henry James Redknapp - Manager of Portsmouth Football Club. The payments were 
for $145,000 and $150,000 and it is alleged that with intent to defraud Her Majesty's 
Revenue and Customs the payments were made to an HSBC account in Monaco in 
order to conceal payments to Mr. Redknapp. The prosecution allege that these 
payments were concealed In order to avoid the income tax and national insurance 
contributions for which the dub was liable, as his employer, to pay. Following receipt 
of payments into his Monaco account Mr. Redknapp then transferred money into his 
bank account in the U.K. 

The court exercising jurisdiction In these cases is Southwark Crown Court. 
How This Request Arises 



Following the provision of material from Mr. Redknapp's bank account in Monaco, the 
following transactions were identified: 



Date 


Account 
Holder 


Payment by 


Amount 


Received by 


28 May 2002 



Henry 
Redknapp 


Flrat Star 

International 

4HM71 


$ 145,000 


(■93905 


04 June 
2002 


Henry 
Redknapp 


AR059 


5145,000 




11 May 2004 


Henry 
Redknapp 


First Star 
International 


$ 150,000 


40^905 


12 February 
2008 


Henry 
Redknapp 


Rosie 47 


$207,433.73 

. ... 


HR HSBC sort 
♦05-50 A/C 
No. #5413 



When Milan Mandaric was questioned In relation to payments made to Henry 
Redknapp. he admitted that he had made one payment to him which was for an 
investment. He denied that he had used an off shore account to conceal payments 
upon which tax was payable. We have identified a pattern of offshore accounts being 
used to make payments to employees of Portsmouth Football club without 
accounting for the t8x due on such payments. 

You will note from the above table that two payments were made to Henry Redknapp 
from a company called Rrct Star International. Internet searches have named 
Mandaric as a director of the company and that First Star International Limited Inc is 
a company formed In California in 1988 and authorised to do business in Florida in 
2001. We have identified the account number from an exhibit in our case which is an 
email sent from Mandartc's solicitor to the Harry Redknapp's solicitor requesting the 
repayment of a loan. The request states that the oan should be repaid to the account 
at First Star International and states the account number. 

The company has a bank account at 

City National Bank of Florida 
Private Client Group 
Miami 

Florida 33130 



ABAOB»4367 

First Star International Limited 

The further evidence that we are seeking is expected to prove that at the material 
time, Mr. Mandaric was the director of First International. This will in tum assist the 
prosecution show that he W88 responsible for making/authorising payments to the 
account in Monaco held by Mr. Redknapp and that these payments are for his 
services that have not been declared for tax purposes, rather then a one off payment 
for an investment opportunity as Mandaric has suggested when questioned. 



AaaJitancB Requested 

1. In respect of 

City National Bank of Florida 
Private Client Group 
Miami 

Florida 33130 

ABA #f^43S7 

First Star International Limited 
|8171. 

for the period of May 2002 to 28 February 2008 (the period of the transactions 
identified in the Monaco account) please provide me with: 



•copies of account opening documentation including the bank manager's notes, 
correspondence, identity documents and application forms 

•copy bank statements showing all transactions for the whole period in question 

-details of payment Instructions for electronic transfers made or transmitted from the 
above account and any vouchers supporting those transactions. 

2. Please provide me with a written statement from an appropriate official of the 
registrar of companies in California, setting out the names and details of persons 
holding the office of director, or equivalent, of First Star International Ltd at any time 
from its inception to 28 February 2008. 



Unless you Indicate otherwise, any evidence obtained pursuant to this request may 
be used In any criminal prosecution or other Judicial proceedings connected with this 
investigation, including any restraint or confiscation proceedings, whether relating to 
the above named subjects or to any other person who may become a subject of this 
investigation. 



Preferred" Format of Scenes Provided 

I would be most grateful if, in so far as possible, any evidence obtained as a result of 
this request is taken in a format which accords with the following paragraphs. 

Witness Statements - In general a witness should describe what he himself 
witnessed or did. Where it Is necessary for a witness to include In his statement 
Information that he has obtained from others, the source of the information should be 
stated. Any witness statement should be signed by the witness and dated, and the 
witness should state that the statement is true to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. If the witness is under 18. his age should be stated. The witness's address, 
telephone number and date of birth should be written on the reverse of the first page 
of the statement. The witness should be asked to state whether he would be willing 
to attend rf required at judicial proceedings in the UK. 

Exhibiting Documents, Items or Other Things - Where an exhibit is obtained from 
a witness, the witness should describe that exhibit in his statement and give it an 
exhibit number. The exhibit number should consist of the witness's initials and a 
sequential number. A witness should state how he obtained an exhibit, what he did 
with It, and how he disposed of it. If a witness passes on an exhibit to a second 
person, that second person should also provide a witness statement describing in the 
same manner his treatment of the exhibit. Where a witness produces a number of 
exhibits, a single statement will suffice for all of them. 

Business Documents - A witness may in certain circumstances exhibit documents 
about which he has no direct knowledge. In order to do so. the witness should state: 

(i) that the document or a relevant part of it was created or received by a 
person in the course of a trade, business, profession or other 
occupation, or as the holder of a paid or unpaid office: 

(ii) the person who supplied the information contained In the document 
had or may reasonably be supposed to have had personal knowledge 
of the matters dealt with; 



(iii) if the information was not supplied directly, that each person through 
whom the information was supplied received the information in the 
course of a trade, business, profession or other occupation, or as the 
holder of a paid or unpaid office. 

Transmission of Evidence 

It Is requested that an/ evidence is itemised and sealed and sent to the United 
Kingdom Central Authority, and that the authorities in the United Kingdom are 
informed as to any need to return any evidence at the conclusion of the proceedings 
in the United Kingdom. 

When you send the evidence, I would be grateful if you would also email me at 
lettersofrequest@cps.gsl.gov.uk to confirm that the evidence has been dispatched. 
This will enable me to make enquiries to locate the evidence if it is not received 
within a few days. 



Reciprocity 

I confirm that the assistance requested above may be obtained under current English 
law if in a like case a request for such assistance were made to the authonties in 
England and Wales 



Contact; 

The appropriate person to contact m the event of a query arising from this request is 

James Coussey 

Tel: +44 (0) 20 3357 0272 

Fax: +44 (0) 20 3357 0236 

E-m ail : james . coussey @cps . gsi .gov. uk 



I extend my thanks In anticipation of your valued co-operation and assistance in this 
matter. 



Yours faithfully, 




David Green QC, 

Director, Central Fraud Group 



Witness Statement 



Statement of: 
Occupation: 

I am over 18 years of age, and this statement, consisting of 
best of my knowledge and belief. 



Signature: 



Date: 



Signature: 



Date: 



